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ABSTRACT 

4 This report describes the National Assessment of 

Educational Progress (NAEP), a project designed to keep parents, 
schqol officials, and policy makers abreast of the educational 
realities. Information is collected and reported at regular intervals 
conterning the knowledge, skills, and attitudes of elementary and 
secondary school students^ NAEP has developed educational objectives 
based upon 'the consensus of concerned citizens. Exercises written to 
fit these objectives are evaluated by educators before being 
administered to students. The results of each assessment are 
published, and total results are summarized to indicate the relative 
X performance of specific groups. By regular monitoring of students' 
progress, NAEP is able to determine developing trends and potential 
problems. Information about young adults, ages 21 to 25, is alsor 
being compiled by NAEP, which reports useful information not only to 
the federal government but also to the individual states. (DWH) 
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TODAY'S ESTIMATES . . . TOMORROWS FACTS 

Planning for educonqn or onything else involves rtie future end 
rhe future exists only in our innoginotion How vividly and 
occurotely we predict it. how clearly we bring it into focus, 
depends, in lorge port, on how (irnn a grasp we hove on the past 
and present Only by knowing the realities of where weVe been 
and where we are now and whor's happened in between can we 
hope to estimate with any reasonable accuracy where we re 
heading 



REPORTING ON THE REALITIES 



The Norionol Assessment of Educorional Progress (NAEP) is rhe 
only projea of its kird in rhe notion thot reports regularly on the 
educorionol realities — the good news os well as the bod — to 
porenrs, principols, ond policy mokers throughout the notion 
Esfoblished in 1Q69 by the (then) U.S. Office of Educorion NAEP 
provides o measure of how much the notion's public ond 
ir>dependent school students ond young odults ore leorning ond 
hove leorned. 

For almost two decodes, NAEP has served os the notions report 
cord, regularly collecting and reporting informorion obour the 
knowledge, skills, ond oiritudes of nine-, 1 3-. and 1 7-yeor-olds m 
writing, reoding, rrtothemotics. science, literofure. art, music, 
socio! studies, computer corwpetence. citizenship, qpd coreer and 
occupotionol developfT>ent. The NAEP data bose is comprised of 
well over o million students. . 

The Notionol Assessment is funded by the Norionol Insnryre of 
Educonon ond is administered by Educorionol Testing Service (ETS) 
OS on oaivity of its Center for the Assessment of Educohonoi 
Progress 
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-HOW DO YOU MEASURE THE QUALITY OF EDUCATION? 



How do you measure rhe quoliry of o norions educarion? Whor 
kinds of rtiings should nine-year-olds know how ro wrire? Whor 
kinds of fnorenols should 13-yeor-olds be able ro reod? Whor 
should 1 7-yeor-olds know obour science? Through rhe years. NAEP 
hos worked our answers ro quesrions like rhese by developing ' 
objecrives based on the consensus of cor^cerr»ed arizens across rhe 
norion Persuading scholars, reochers. school odminisrrorors. 
physicians, lawyers, rrodespeople. business execurives, 
homemokers. and others fo ogree on answers ro such quesrions is 
o formidable rosk Yer during rhe lore sixries and early seventies. 
The firsr objectives for rhe subject oreos covered by NAEP were 
hommered our. reshaped, and then hamfT>ered out ogam by 
committee members until consensus was finolly reoched. As 
f^alph'Tyler, one of NAEPs orchitecrs. wrote in 1965. "... the 
procedure is designed to insure thor every objecrive being 
ossessed is considered importonr by scholars^ is occepted as an 
educononol ro^ by the school, ortd is deemed desirable by 
leoding lay cirizens 
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The questions or exercises wnrren ro fir NAEPs objectives ore 
developed by having educators fronn oli parrs of rhe coonrry worts 
with specialists at Educational Testing Service. The exercises ore 
evaluated by educators on rhe ba* of rheir academic 
opproprioreness effectiveness ond freedom from b<os or from 
stereotyping and rheir sensifivtfy ro racial, ethnic religious or 
polmcol groups 

The exercises span a wide range of difficulty and Ore presented m 
o variety of formors Many exercises ore of rhe familiar multiple- 
choice type others require the srudenr to write essays or short 
responses Some NAEP exercises ore administered by 
interviewers 

Until recently the Notional Assessment reported information 
about students leorning every year Today NAEP reports to the 
notion every other year but now provides information by grade 
(3 7 and 1 1) OS well as by oge (9 13 and 17) 
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THE NAEP SAMPLE 



The Nanonol A.sr,essmcN'ir colkH rs inforrrtotion from u norionollyi' 
fepresenronve sample of Amenujri eleir>enrafy and seconder/ 
schools ond srucienrs In 1983-64 rhe somple consisred of obour 
16CX) pubk and non public schools and obouf 100 OCO srudenrs 
fn four regions of rhe counrry spanning 30 stares The schools 
range m size^ tocorion ond lype from lorge urban systems to the 
most remor^ rural one rooai scarrings The NAEP somple includes 
students who spc^oK limited English and those who ore funcrionolly 
hondicapped Moreover rhe sampling procedure's ore being 
refiried to gam more accurote represenronon of md]tjr culturol 
subgroups of Hispanic srud€:»nrs such as Puerto Ricon Cuban ono 
Mc^xicon Amc^ncc^n Now roo for the first time in more ^han a 
dixodc^ NAf P IS sampling young acjults (sec^ pogi^ 1 b > 




Report Card 

NAEP Natiokal Sample of 9 Year Olds 
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WHAT S IN THE NATION'S REPORT CARD 



Afrer each ossessmenr NAEP reports rhe results for each exercise 
used ond summaries of rhe results of oil exercises ro show rhe 
relonve performonce of pomculor groups (such as Whire or Block 
sfudenrs boys or girls) Superinrendenrs, chief srore school officers, 
and other adminisrrorors may ger this informorion caregorized 
according ro oge race sex, geographic region, level of porenrol 
oduconon rype and size of communiry, ond other descriptors 
Moreover NAEP dora ore helping school odministrorors address 
policy issues concerning rhe prepororion ond experience of 
teachers ovoilotjility of speciol progrorps ond services. rf)e school 
climate quality of textbooks, insrrucrionci use of compurers ond 
numerous orher everyday reohnes of the schools The results of 
each assessment ore evoluored in terms of how well the nation 
ond groups of stucienrs within it ore nneerif\g cerrain objecrives 
established by notionoi consensus No individual states, schools or 
students are identified 

[because it functions os the notions reporr card monitoring and 
reporting regulorly on the stotus of srudents progress NAEP is able 
to point up trends that ore toking shape ond problems rhor are 
developing For example in the lost decode mere were 
encouroginq improvemenrs in basic reoding ond mathematics 
skills among Block students, some disodvontoged groups and 
among low achievers Dechnes m higher-level tending 
pc-rformonce occurred ot oge 1 7 The iorgest declines were 
among ^he notions best students 
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In science N At P' found fhor while oil rhree age groups reporred 
greater porticfponon in rh^s ocnviry achievennenr by 1 7 year olds 
has declined ond fhor of 13-year-olds hos neifher innproved nor 
declined Nine veer olds showed mixed results 

NAtP reports ore nor linnited to infornnanon about ocodennic 
performance As a result of a 1979-60 study NAEP reported thot 
among nine yeor-olds more time spent watching television 
tended to be positively associated with achievement (except for 
the heaviest watchers of five hours or more). Performance among 
1 7 year- olds improved with increasing time spent on homeworK 
assignments Fifry-nine percent of the nine-yeor-olds. 72 percent 
of the 1 3-year olds and 75 percent of the 1 7^yeor olds said they 
spent loss than one hour or none of their time rc^oding for their 
own enjoyment 

Much of the Notional Assessment doto hos to do with students 
attitudes In recent yeors. for example NAEP reporred thot on 
increasing number of 13- and 1 7-^or-olds were convinced that 
science connot help resolve the world's problems of energy 
pollution food shortages, and limited natural resources On the 
other hond. Block nine-yeor-olds hod a more positive anitude 
about science careers than they hod five years eorlier 
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A SURVEY OF YOUNG. JULT5 



Informarion obour young odulrs, those recenriy grqduared from 
high school and college and beginning ro enrer the work force, - is 
essenriol ro tf»e norions plonners. Consrirufing o quorrer of rhe 
work force and rhe highest proporrion of rtve norions 
unemployed, young odulfs represenr the nrtosr recenr pTcxJucrs of 
our educational sy^^em who Ore still your»g enough to^rofir from 
remedio* programs In. its first yeors, NAEP routinely refJorted on 
this segment of the population but subsequently discontinued this 
ocrivity for l^ck of funds. Today NAEP is active once more in this 
oreo. drawing o liferocy profile of a representative somple of the 
20 million men ofKl women of 21 to 25 throughout the notion. 
The ossessment is reporting on the reading, writir>g. and 
computation skills (including problem solvirvg and higher-order 
reosoning) of this populorion ond reloring this infcxmotion to 
demographic, educotionol, culrtjrol, atrirudinaJ, and other 
background doto Ultimotely NAEP hopes to cJetermine the 
range of literacy levels that exists in tt^ notion orxJ the 
approximate percentage of young odulrs who con function'ot 
eoch 
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USE WAEP RESULTS TO SEE WHAT MEMWERS OF COHGRBS 
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HOW NAEP CAN HELP 

The Nanonol Assessment of Educorionol Progress heljbs many 
differenr people in many differenr woys School yjpennrendenrs 
tor example can see from NAEP doro whor progress hos been 
made by srudenrs involved in funchng. ruroring, or other special 
programs Members of Congress and state legislatures who ore 
foced with cnticol voting decisions use NAEP doto for bocKground 
informotion Members of school boards use the notional 
objectives established for NAEP in arriving at objectives and ] 
standards for leorning in their own districts Federal officials stud^ 
NAEP doto relating achievement to school environment teocning 
strategies and students backgrounds and attitudes 

The Nononol Assessmeor wos designed ro funcnon as much for rhe 
individuol srores as for rhe nonon. In oddirion ro reporting useful 
infornnorion NAEP hos. Through The years, helped srores and 
school dismcrs wirhin rhenn ro conducr rhetr own ossessmenrs More 
rhon 45 srores hove carried our rheir own evoiuorion progroms 
following rhe NAEP nnodel o^^using NAEP services In recenr yeors. 
srores such os Wyonning ond Nfew York hove conducred 
ossessmenrs concurrenrty wirfi rt>e4>larionol Assessmenr This opnon 
hos enabled superinrendenrs ro compore resuirs of rtieir disrncrs 
wirh rhose of rhe srore and the norion 
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WHO'S IN CHARGE OF NAEP 

The governing ogency of the Norionol Assessmenf of Educorionol 
Progress is rhe Norionol Insrirure of Educofion, buf decisions obouf 
rhe scope ond direction of the progrom ore ffie^responslbility of 
rhe Assessnnenf Policy Committee (APCi The APt is composed of 
ouisronding representotives from tfie ftelds of educofion, business, 
^ government, joumolism, ond professional ossociorions who reflect 
^ the diversity of ttie rjotion's population with regord ro sex. roce, 
ethnicity and region. 
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ONE HNAL THOUGHT 

Planning for rhe future is olwoys suspenseful, especiolly when 
rhof furure involves rhe educorioo of children T\ne only wqy ro 
opprooch such o rosk is through coreful eyoluorion — derermining 
where you ore, where yoU ve been, and where you're going. This 
meons Kncjwing a[l the srory both the gcxxi news and the bod. 
the humdrum and the headline grabbers. Only rhe Notionol 
Assessment of Educational Progress provides thor kind of service 
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PpR MOKE INFORMATION 

If you would liKe more infoimarion about NAEP wnre to 
rhe Nononol Assessmenf of Educononal Progress CN 67 1 0 
Princeron New Jersey 08541 6710 or coll (800) 223 0267 
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